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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject nnatter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-8, 13-23, 27-32, 34, and 35-38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Smith et al. (US 6,333,973) in view of Bulfer et al. (US 
6,175,858) and Biliris et al. (US 6,047,272). 

Referring to Claim 1 , Smith teaches a method for erasing a notification message 
in a terminal, which terminal communicates with a network over a radio interface, which 
method comprises: 

storing a specific first information in a specific system outside the terminal (see 
col. 7, lines 40-50); 

transmitting to the terminal over said radio interface a notification message as a 
sign of said storing, said notification message having a specific address (see col. 7, 
lines 51-56); 

storing said notification message in a memory of the terminal (see col. 9, lines 6- 
11); and 

contacting from the terminal a specific address for gaining access to said first 
information based on said notification message (see col. 7, lines 51-56). 
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Smith does not teach erasing said notification message in response to a specific 
procedure relating to said contacting. Bulfer teaches said notification message in 
response to a specific procedure relating to said contacting (see col. 2, lines 64-67 and 
col. 3, lines 1-2). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to provide the teachings of Bulfer to said method of 
Smith in order to better assure that a subscriber of a cellular network receives all waiting 
messages. 

The combination of Smith and Bulfer does not teach the erasing of the notification 
message from the memory of the terminal. Biliris teaches the erasing of the notification 
message from the memory of the terminal (see col. 3, lines 45-55 where the terminal is 
the recipient system). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to provide the teachings of Biliris to the 
modified method of Smith and Bulfer in order to better assure that a subscriber of a 
cellular network receives all waiting messages. 

Claims 16 and 30 have similar limitations to Claim 1. 

Referring to Claim 2, Smith also teaches the firstcinformation to which information 
said terminal gains access is stored in the specific system outside the terminal, for said 
terminal (see col. 7, lines 40-50). 

Referring to Claims 3 and 18, Smith also teaches the first information as a 
message intended for the terminal, which is stored for the terminal in an electric format 
in the specific system outside the terminal (see col. 8, lines 1-10). 
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Referring to Claims 4 and 19, Smith also teaches the message intended for the 
terminal as one of the following: voice message; video recording message; multimedia 
message; fax; and electronic mail message (see col. 7, lines 40-50). 

Referring to Claim 5 and 20, Bulfer also teaches said specific procedure in 
response to which said notification message is erased, is one of the following: initiation 
of contacting said specific address, establishment of contact; and disconnecting (see 
col. 2, lines 64-67 and col. 3, lines 1-2). 

Referring to Claims 6, 8, and 23, Bulfer also teaches storing in the memory of the 
terminal said specific number by calling of which the call will connect to said system 
outside the terminal (see col. 2, lines 52-55); 

checking when making a call from the terminal, whether the number which is 
called is said specific number by comparing the number which is called to said specific 
number stored in the terminal (see col. 2, lines 59-64); and 

if the number which is called is said specific number, identifying from among the 
messages that originate from said system outside the terminal, and erasing the 
identified notification messages (see col. 2, lines 64-67 and col. 3, lines 1-2). 

Referring to Claims 7, 22 and 32, Bulfer also teaches wherein contacting from 
the terminal said specific address for gaining access to said first information is effected 
by making a call from the terminal to a specific number (see col. 2, lines 52-55); and 

erasing the notification message is effected in response to one of the following 
procedures: making a call to said specific number; said specific system outside the 
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terminal answering the call; and terminating off said call (see col. 2, lines 64-67 and col. 
3, lines 1-2). 

Referring to Claims 13, 27, and 34, Smith also teaches the system outside the 
terminal is one of the following: voice mail system; video recording message system; 
multimedia messaging system; fax mailbox service; remote mail service (see col. 7, 
lines 40-50). 

Referring to Claims 14 and 28, Smith also teaches the notification message as 
one of the following: SMS message; WAP message; and message according a packet 
switched protocol (see col. 7, lines 51-56). 

Referring to Claims 15 and 29, Smith also teaches the terminal as one of the 
following: telephone of a cellular network; and computer terminal (see fig. 1), 

Referring to Claims 17 and 35, Smith also teaches the memory located in one of 
the following: the terminal itself and a separate memory (see 3400 in fig. 3). 

Referring to Claims 21 and 31 , Smith also teaches the memory further configured 
to store concurrently a plurality of notification messages and respective specific 
addresses (see col. 9, lines 6-1 1 ); and the terminal further comprises: 

means for determining when contact to any of said specific addresses is made or 
is being made (see col. 7, lines 51-56); and 

means for identifying from among the plurality of notification messages stored in 
the memory any notification messages corresponding to such a specific address for 
which the contacting is determined (see col. 8, lines 36-45). 
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Smith does not teach the memory configured to erase any identified notification 
messages. Bulfer teaches the memory configured to erase any identified notification 
messages (see col. 2, lines 64-67 and col. 3, lines 1-2). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to provide 
the teachings of Bulfer to said method of Smith in order to better assure that a 
subscriber of a cellular network receives all waiting messages. 

Referring to Claims 36-38, Smith also teaches said first information as a 
message intended for the terminal, which is stored for the terminal in an electronic 
format in the specific system outside the terminal (see col. 7, lines 40-50); 

said message intended for terminal as one of the following: voice message; video 
recording message; multimedia message; fax; and electronic mail message (see col. 7, 
lines 40-50); and 

said notification message of a type selected from group of different types and 
corresponding to the type message intended for the terminal (see col. 7, lines 51-56). 

3. Claims 9-12, 24-26, and 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Smith, Bulfer, and Biliris, and further in view of Kaisto (WO 96/25817 
"IDS"). 

Referring to Claims 9 and 24, the combination of Smith, Bulfer, and Biliris does 
not teach at least two specific numbers by calling of which the call will connect to said 
system outside the terminal. Kaisto also teaches at least two specific numbers by calling 
of which the call will connect to said system outside the terminal (see pg. 11, lines 1-9). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to provide the teachings of Kaisto to the modified method of Smith, 
Bulfer, and Biliris in order to ensure a better connection to the outside system from the 
terminal. 

Referring to Claim 10, Kaisto also teaches the identification of notification 
messages carried out by comparing the CLI data (Calling Line Identity) of the messages 
stored in the memory of the terminal to said specific number stored in the terminal (see 
pg. 12, lines 5-8). 

Referring to Claim 11,25. and 33, Kaisto also teaches storing in advance in the 
memory of the terminal a reference file, which is for its essential parts identical to said 
notification message stored in the memory of the terminal (see pg. 14, lines 24-35 and 
pg. 15, lines 1-3); and 

said identification of notification messages is carried out by comparing the 
content of the messages stored in the memory of the terminal to the content of said 
reference message (see pg. 12, lines 25-35 and pg. 13, line 1). 

Referring to Claims 12 and 26, Kaisto also teaches said notification message 
transmitted to and stored in the terminal comprising a message structure and in its 
message structure, a control bit pattern, which control bit pattern is used for identifying 
notification messages originating from the system outside the terminal (see pg. 15, lines 
4-17). 
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Response to Arguments 



4. Applicanfs arguments with respect to claims 1-38 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Eugene Yun whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7860. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:00am-6:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Matthew D. Anderson can be reached on (571)272-4177. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Conclusion 




